
States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box i4$0 

AteMsdria, Vitsinia 22313-1450 

WWW.USptO.gDV 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/008,229 



11/30/2001 



52940 7590 01/30/2006 

TODD S. PARKHURST 
HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP 
131 S. DEARBORN STREET 
30TH FLOOR 
CHICAGO, IL 60603 



Yakov Kamen 



ISURFTV152 



6955 



EXAMINER 



ART UNIT 



JOHNSON. ALAN M 



PAPER NUMBER 



2611 



DATE MAILED: 01/30/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office commimication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO.90C (Rev. 10/03) 



OfficG Action SutntnBrv 


Application No. 

10/008.229 


Applicant(s) 

KAMEN ET AL. 


Examiner 
Alan M. Johnson 


Art Unit 
2611 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 
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Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 13, 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by McClard (6,438,752). 



As for claims 1, 7, 13, McClard discloses a system and corresponding method, 
and machine-readable medium comprising: 

a) a first unit (36 Fig. 2 or 54 Fig. 3) to provide a first set of categories of content 
of broadcasted programs (column 4 lines 35-39 and 54-61); 

b) and a second unit (56 Fig. 3) coupled with the first unit (54 Fig. 3) to add a 
category from the first set to a second set of categories of broadcasted programs 
in response to selecting the category from the first set (when a program is 
watched by the user for a period of time greater than a previously set time, the 
category of that channel Is automatically stored into memory Fig. 5 and column 5 
lines 54-61 and column 5 lines 33-42). 
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With respect to claims 4, 10, 16, McClard discloses an EPG system wherein the 
second unit (56 Fig. 3) is also to tune a broadcasted program viewing device (40 Fig. 3) 
to a channel on which a broadcasted program predetermined to be in a category from 
the second set will be broadcasted within a predetermined threshold of a current time 
(column 5 lines 29-42 and column 6 line 62 - column 7 line 21). 

Dealing claims 5, 11, 17, McClard discloses an EPG system wherein the second 
unit (56 Fig. 3) is also to tune a broadcasted program viewing device (40 Fig. 3), upon a 
singular pressing of a button (76 Fig 4), to a channel on which a broadcasted program 
predetermined to be in a category from the second set will be broadcasted within a 
predetermined threshold of a current time (column 5 lines 29 - 42 and column 6 line 62 
-column 7 line 21). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 6, 8, 12, 14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McClard in view of Ohkura (6,128,009). 
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In regards to claims 2, 8, and 14, McClard fails to specifically teach a second unit 
that is also to remove a category from the second set upon a selecting of the category 
from the second set. 

In an analogous art, Ohkura discloses an EPG system wherein the second unit 
(24H Fig. 4) removes a category from a second set upon a selecting of the category 
from the second set (column 28 lines 41-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify McClard's 
system to include the second unit to remove a category from the second set upon a 
selecting of the category from the second set, as taught by Ohkura, for the benefit of 
allowing the user to manually remove an undesirable category. 

In regards to claims 6, 12, and 18, McClard fails to specifically teach a second 
unit that verifies an adding of a category from the first set to the second set. 

In an analogous art, Ohkura discloses an EPG system wherein the second unit 
(24H Fig. 4) verifies an adding of the category from the first set (24A Fig. 4) to the 
second set (The CPU verifies that the new genre registrations have been reasonably 
completed Oh column 32 lines 19-25). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify McClard's 
system to include the second unit to verify an adding of the category from the first set to 
the second set, as taught by Ohkura, for the benefit of allowing a user to make sure that 
the category that was added is the category that the user intended to add. 

5. Claims 3, 9, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McClard in view of Mori (US2004/02 10932). • 

Dealing with claims 3, 9, and 15 McClard falls to specifically teach a second unit 
that is also to remove a category from the second set upon a broadcasted program 
viewing device not being tuned, for a period of time at least equal to a second 
predetermined threshold, to at least one broadcasted program predetermined to be in 
the category from the second set. 

In an analogous art, Mori discloses an EPG system wherein the second set (104 
Fig 40 and favorite genre Fig 41.) upon a broadcasted program viewing device (107 Fig 
40) not being tuned, for a period of time at least equal to a second predetermined 
threshold, to at least one broadcasted program predetermined to be in the category 
from the second set (The retention period is equal to the second predetennined 
threshold, in Mori's system once the device has reached the retention period which is 
the same as not being tuned for a predetermined threshold, the program with the 
favorite genre will be deleted from memory paragraph 328 lines 12-14). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify McClard's 
system to include a second unit that is also to remove a category from the second set 
upon a broadcasted program viewing device not being tuned, for a period of time at 
least equal to a second predetennined threshold, to at least one broadcasted program 
predetermined to be in the category from the second set, as taught by Mori, for the 
advantage of automatically removing categories that were added by one time user who 
tuned to a program that the regular user would not normally view. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alan M. Johnson whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7916. The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher C. Grant can be reached on (571)272-7294. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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